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REMARKS 

INTRODUCTION ; 

m accordance with the foregoing, claims 1. 3. 4. 9, 11. 14-17. 23, 24. 28. 29 and 31 have 
been amended. No new matter is being presented, and approval and entry are respectfully 
requested. 

Claims 1-31 are pending and under consideration. Reconsideration is requested. 

ENTRY OF AMENDMENT UNDER 3 7 C.F.R. §1.116: 

Applicants request entry of this Rule 116 Response because: 

(1) it is believed that the amendment of claims 1 . 3. 4, 9, 1 1 . 14-17. 23. 24, 28. 29 and 
31 puts this application into condition for allowance as suggested by the Examiner; 

(2) the amendments of claims 1 . 3. 4. 9. 1 1 . 14-17. 23. 24. 28. 29 and 31 should not 
entail any further search by the Examiner since no new features are being added or no new 
issues are being raised as compared to claims 10, 23, and 24; and 

(3) the amendments do not significantly alter the scope of the claims and place the 
application at least into a better form for purposes of appeal. No new features or new issues are 
being raised. 

The Manual of Patent Examining Procedures sets forth in Section 714.12 that "any 
amendment that would place the case either in condition for allowance or In better form for 
aEpeal may be entered." Moreover. Section 714.1 3 sets forth that the Proposed Amendment 
should be given sufficient consideration to determine whether the daims are in condition for 
allowance and/or whether the issues on appeal are simplified." The Manual of Patent Examining 
Procedures further articulates that the reason for any non^entry should be explained expressly in 
the Advisory Action. 



OBJECTIONS TO THE CLAIMS : 

In the Office Action at page 3, the Examiner objects to claims 1 5 and 31 as set forth 
therein. In view of the amendments to claims 15 and 31 in accordance with the Examiner's 
suggestion, it is respectfully submitted that the outstanding objections should be resolved, and it 
is requested that the objection be reconsidered and withdrawn. 
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pf.IFCTION UNDER 35 U.S.C. $102: 

in the Office Action at pages W. the Examiner rejects claims 1 , 3-6, 8. 1 1 . 14, 29. and 

is resDectfully traversed and reconsideration is requested. 

E t assuming agendo that FuKyd^UU teaches the features as suggested m the 
Office /Tin for at least reasons similar to why Fukudaetal. does not disdose or suggest .he 
Office Acton and 24a8 adm1tte d on page 12 of the Office Action, it « respectfully 

unit so as to simuitaneousiy decode the audio data to be p.ayed back and the catalog 
^aTo, ^ponding to *. audio data to be piayed back according to the catak^ , playback 
information." "wherein the catalog playback information comprises an auto P"™"*" 
I^-on in which is stored a .oca.cn of one item of the cata.og 
back corresponding to a predetermined time according to readme playback informal of the 
audio data obtained by real-time playback of the audio data" as recited in cla.m 1 

For at least similar reasons, it is respectfully submitted that FuKudaetaL does not 
disclose or suggest the features of claims 4, 1 1. 14. and 29. 

Additionally, the Examiner asserts that F ukudaetal. , teaches the use of DVD-aud.o as 
recited in claim 14. However, it is respectfully submitted that, whiie f^kuda^L discloses he 
use of an AC3 audio system used for DVDs is one of the coding systems that can be .nd.cated 
by the audio data management information 1 1 1 . there is no suggestion that the data storage 
Lium uses DVD-audio as would be understood by one of ordinary skill in the art As such. ,t 
is respectfully submitted that J^yda^aL further does not suggest the use of DVD-aud.o as 

recited in claim 14. , , , 

For at least similar. reasons, it is respectfully submitted that Fukudaetal. does not 
suggest, among other features, that "the catalog information being reproduced are in a title set 
and the DVD-audio data being reproduced is in another title set other than the title set as 
recited in daim 31 . 

Claims 3. 5. 6. and 8 are deemed patentable due at least to their depending from 
corresponding claims 1 and 4. 

pF tFr-.nnN UNDER 35 U.S.C- 51 03: 

in the Office Action at pages 6-10, the Examiner rejects claims 9, 15-22. 25-27, and 30 
under 35 U.S.C. §103 in view Fnkuda et al. and fcatayama (U.S. Patent No. 5.902.1 1 5). The 
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. . ■ ,nv/ traversed and reconsideration is requested. 

1 i, is respecr/ully submitted Ihtf fukydiaULdoes n=< disclose or sugrje.,. a "* on9 °*° r 
^atlT'a conquer which octrois playback o«me ca«a,og Mm*. accord,ng <o me «-*• 
dayba* irrformanon." -wherein «h. oa<alog playback Informal comprt.ee an auto 
S on informal tabie in which * stored a .oca«on of one item o. tt. ~ 
Tb. played back corresponding tt a predetermined time according to readme payback 
t^Z of me audio data obtained by readme piayb.c* ofme audio data- as reated ,„ 

9 The Examiner does no, re* upon Kaja^na as curing mis decency. As su* even 
assuming arguendo mat me Examiner's characterization of Kalaama is correct and that mere ,s 
?* make me combined. R Is respect** submitted ma, the »mb,„at,on does no, 
disclose or suggest the Invention recited In claim 9. 

For atfl, Similar reasons, it is respec** submitted that me oomblnafon does no. 
disclose or suggest the invention recited In claim 16. 

Slmljy Since Is no, r.„ed upon as ouhng the above noted decency of 

Cairn 14 from which Calm ,5 depends, it is respectfully submrtted ma, me combine.™ does nor 

disclose or suqqest the features of claim 15. 

25-27, and 30 are deemed patentable due at .east to their depending from 

corresponding claims 9 and 16. 

,n the Office Action at pages 10-11. the Examiner rejects cla.ms 2, 7. 12. anc Mender 
35 U S.C §103 in view of EyKydaeUL and Mgriyama et aL (U.S. Patent No. 5.889.746). The 
rejection is respectfully traversed and reconsideration is requested. 

Even assuming arguendo that the Examiner's combination is comect. the 
not reiy upon ^nVarna et al. as curing the above noted deficiency of FgKudaetaJ as applied to 
daims 1 . 4. and 1 1 . from which claims 2. 7. 12. and 1 3 correspondingly depend . As suet ^ » 
respectfully submitted that the combination does not disclose or suggest the inventon reoted ,n 

claims 2, 7, 12, and 13. Q C ii<a<~Rirv* 
in the Office Action at pages 11-12. the Examiner reject claim 28 under 35 U.S.C. §103 

in view of mwudaetal. . Katavama and Mony^etal. The rejection is respectfully traversed 

and reconsideration is requested. 

Even assuming arguendo that the Examinef s combination is correct, the Examiner does 

not rely upon ttatavama and MPPYama ^ a,l. as curing the above noted deficiency of Fyku^ 

3L as applied to claim 1 6. from which claim 28 depends. As such, it is respectfully submitted 
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that the combination does not disclose or suggest the invention recited in claim 28. 



gxATl IS OF Cl- AiMg MOT HEJE r> ' rcn "PF'CE ACTION 

On page 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner states that claims 10 and 24 are allowed, 
and objects to Cairn 23 as depending from a rejected claim. Claim 23 has been made 
independent and has not been amended to narrow the scope of the claims. 



CONCLUSION : 

In accordance with the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that all outstanding 
objections and rejections have been overcome and/or rendered moot. And further, that all 
pending claims patentably distinguish over the prior art. Thus. ther* being no further 
outstanding objections or rejections, the application is submitted as being in condAon for 
a |,owance which action is earnestly soHdted. At a minimum, this Amendment should be entered 
at least for purposes of Appeal as it either clarifies and/or narrows the issues for consideration 

bv the Board. , 

If the Examiner has any remaining issues to be addressed, it is believed that prosecution 

can be expedited and possibly conduded by the Examiner contacting the undersigned attorney 

for a telephone inteiview to discuss any such remaining issues. 

if there are any additional fees associated with the filing of this Response, please charge 

the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 

Respectfully submitted, 
STAAS & HALSEY LLP 



By: 




Barnes McEwen 
Registration No, 41 ,983 



1201 New York Avenue, NW, Suite 700 
Washington, DC. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434^1501 

Date: I f 2*x>H — 



certificate op bacrimi^ m y^aMiaaiaw 
I hereby certify that this eerrespandence is being trare- 
ntftted via facsimile to: Commissioner for Patents. 
RQ. Box 1450 . Ataamrina. VA 22313-1450 

Nov; 

STAAS& HALSEY ^g/ ^ 
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